tubing and the auxiliary fan across the inactive faces in
the "C" and "D" entries and out the "D" entry.  In the last
open crosscut between the "B" and "D" entries Eslinger and
Cerena could see float coal dust in suspension and at this
point suspected a recirculation problem.  Proceeding outby
in the "C" entry the inspectors and the others observed
perceptible amounts of float coal dust in the "C" entry.  At
the first man door along the return stoppings Cerena made a
smoke tube test and confirmed that return air was coming
through the cracks in the man door.  This air was then being
drawn up the "C" entry to the check curtain and diverted
through the second crosscut (8 plus 28) outby the face area
and drawn up the "B" entry where it was recirculating across
the working face to be vented out the tubing through the
auxiliary fan and once again into the return.

At this time, 1015 hours, Cerena advised the section
foreman, Clifford Bolen, that a recirculation condition
existed for which a citation would be written.  Since no
methane was detected in the "C" entry or along the stopping
line, Cerena, following standing instructions, permitted
coal production to continue and considered the violation not
reasonable likely to result in a serious injury or illness
if abated within the time set, 1215 hours.  Because this was
the third recirculation violation cited in as many months
and others had been reported on this and other sections,
Eslinger and Cerena believed management should have been
more alert to discover the problem, had failed to exercise
the high degree of care imposed by the Mine Act, and could
point to no mitigating circumstance.  They also believed
that if the hazards against which the standard is directed
occurred they could result in permanently disabling
injuries.

Because at 1015 hours Cerena and Eslinger were not
aware of the total extent of the recirculation and did not
consider the condition an immediate hazard they did not
press for rapid abatement.  They apparently believed that
allowing 2 hours and 15 minutes for abatement would permit
the section foreman to mesh his production with his abate-
ment effort without undue interruption of production.  All
the members of the inspection party agreed that abatement
should have been accomplished within 45 minutes to 1 hour.

The inspection party continued to walk outby in the "C"
entry. Recirculation was discovered again at the next two
man doors outby.  The man doors were installed at every five
crosscuts along the stopping line.  Thus, the recirculation
problem extended over an area of 10 or more crosscuts outby
the last open crosscut along the stopping line.

127d and
